The Superpowers and the Middle East
From 8 August 1970, when the ceasefire agreement came into
effect, uptil 19 August 1970, the U.S. State Department refused
to confirm the Israeli allegation about the installation of SAM-2
and SAM-3 missiles by the UAR on the Suez Canal bank because
it was reluctant to open up a crisis situation that might wreck the
peace move that it had itself initiated.156 But in the first week of
September, 1970, the U.S. government was compelled, mainly
on account of domestic pressure, to acknowledge the violation of
the ceasefire by the UAR.157 In view of the danger inherent in
the new situation,15* Washington has been prodding Moscow and
Cairo for "rectification" of the situation in the Suez Canal zone. In
the meanwhile, Israel announced on 6 September 1970, that she
was pulling out of the U.S. initiated peace talks with the UAR
until the situation on the Suez Canal "ceasefire line" was "res-
tored to its previous form" before the shooting halt took effect
This development has dealt a serious blow to the prospects
of an early settlement of the long standing Arab-Israeli conflict
156 President Nasser took grave political risks in accepting the "Rogers
Plan" which split the Arab world and earned him the displeasure of the
Palestine resistance movement. Having done that, and having for once
succeeded in forcing Israel into a difficult position, it was believed that
Nasser would not throw all this into jeopardy for the sake of a certain
number of missiles being moved forward in the Suez Canal zone. This
was one of the principal reasons why the United States refused to give
credence to the early Israeli accusations. According to some observers,
oae explanation for Nasser's action is that perhaps, the presence of the
missiles in the Suez Canal zone is of such paramount military importance
to Egypt that he was prepared to incur the odium of pretending to accept
the "Rogers Plan** in order to obtain the military respite necessary for
the missiles forward deployment.
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*&* If words and diplomatic pressure fail to bring about the removal of
the missiles by the UAR from the Suez Canal zone, Israel will have its
hands free to strike at the missile sites and the United States, most pro-
bably, wiU no longer be in a position to advise restraint,
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